REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of this application as amended. 
Claims 1-4, 9-10, 20-21, 25-27, 29-30 and 34-36 have been amended. Claims 5-8, 1 1-19, 
22-24, 28, 31-33 and 37-38 have been cancelled without prejudice. No new claims have 
been added. Therefore, claims 1-4, 9-10, 20-21, 25-27, 29-30 and 34-36 are presented for 
examination. 

35 U.S.C. § 112 Rejection 

Claims 1-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. 

Claims 1-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph. 

Claims 1, 20 and 29 have been amended which obviates the rejections. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejections of claims 1, 
20 and 29 and their dependent claims. 

35 U.S.C- § 103 Rejection 

Claims 1, 5, 12, 16-17, 20, 24-25, 29, 33-34 and 37 stand rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Banerjee, et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,292,181 
("Banerjee") in view of Lehman, et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,292,186 ("Lehman"). 

Claim 1, as amended, recites 

A system comprising: 

a portable device coupled with a plurality of access devices , the portable 
device having 

a switch to select an access device from the plurality of access 
devices to be emulated at the portable device when the 
portable device is within a wireless communication range 
of one or more of the plurality of access devices , 

an embedded system to emulate the access device selected from 
the plurality access devices, the emulating of the selected 
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access device including emulating data as displayed on the 
access device , 
a storage system to store the emulated data; and 
the selected access device having a wireless connection system to establish 
a wireless connection with the portable device, and communicate 
data to be emulated to the portable device, 
(emphasis added) 

Banerjee discloses a "mobile interface device receiving input from a stylus ... to 
remotely control application programs running on a host computer. An embodiment of 
such an interface device includes a pen-based graphical interface which communicates 
with an operating system on the host computer. In that embodiment, the operating 
system on the host computer has handwriting recognition capability'' (Abstract; 
emphasis provided). Banerjee merely discloses handwriting recognition capability that is 
used to receive inputs from a stylus via a pen-based graphical interface. 

Lehman discloses a "universal information appliance (UIA) such as can be 
embodied by a personal digital assistant (PDA) can receive an application written in a 
new 'MoDAL' language, parse the application to divide it into binary-formatted GUI 
elements, and then dynamically render a GUI interface on the display of the UIA based 
on the GUI elements parsed out of the application." (Abstract; emphasis added). 

In contrast, claim 1, as amended, in pertinent part, recites " select an access device 
from the plurality of access devices to be emulated at the portable device when the 
portable device is within a wireless communication range of one or more of the plurality 
of access devices , an embedded system to emulate the access device selected from the 
plurality access devices , the emulating of the selected access device including emulating 
data as displayed on the access device " (emphasis added). Banerjee and Lehman , neither 
individually nor when combined, teach or reasonably suggest the elements of claim 1 . 

Lehman does not satisfy the deficiencies of Banerjee as, for example, neither reference 
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teaches or discloses selecting an access device and emulating the selected access device 
via a portable device as recited by claim 1. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request 
the withdrawal of the rejection of claim 1 and its dependent claims. 

Claims 20 and 29 include limitations similar to those of claim 1 . Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejection of claims 20 and 29 and 
their dependent claims. 

Claims 2-4, 13-15, 21-23 and 30-32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Banerjee in view of Lehman and further in view of web article 
on "Remote Display Control for Pocket PC" dated 03-May 2001 ("CERDisp"). 

Claims 1 1, 28 and 38 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Banerjee in view of Lehman and further in view of Doreen Yining 
Cheng, U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0078161 (Cheng"). 

Claims 1 1, 28 and 38 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Banerjee in view of Lehman and further in view of Doreen Yining 
Cheng, U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0078161 (Cheng"). 

Claims 7, 8, 9, 18, 19, 26 and 35 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Banerjee in view of Lehman and further in view "winamp.com, 
Winamp 2.05, Nov. 15, 1998" retrieved from http://web.archive.org for site 
ht tp .7/ w w w. wi nam p .com on March 31, 2005 ("Winamp 2.05"). 

Claims 10, 27 and 36 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Banerjee in view of Lehman and further in view Winamp 2.05, further 
in view of Harold Aaron Ludtke, U.S. Patent No 6,233,61 1 ("Ludtke"). 

Claims 5-8, 1 1-19, 22-24, 28, 31-33 and 37-38 have been cancelled without 
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prejudice. 

Claims 2-4, 9-10, 21, 25-27, 30 and 34-36 depend from one of independent 
claims 1, 20 and 29 and thus include all the limitations of their base claim. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejection of claims 2-4, 9-10, 21, 
25-27, 30 and 34-36. 

Conclusion 

In light of the foregoing, reconsideration and allowance of the claims is hereby 
earnestly requested. 
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Invitation for a Telephone Interview 

The Examiner is requested to call the undersigned at (303) 740-1980 if there 
remains any issue with allowance of the case. 



Request for an Extension of Time 

Applicant respectfully petitions for an extension of time to respond to the 
outstanding Office Action pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a) should one be necessary. 
Please charge our Deposit Account No. 02-2666 to cover the necessary fee under 37 
C.F.R. § 1.17(a) for such an extension. 

Charge our Deposit Account 

Please charge any shortage to our Deposit Account No. 02-2666. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 



Date: June 30, 2006 




Reg. No. 51,841 



12400 Wilshire Boulevard 
7 th Floor 

Los Angeles, California 90025-1030 
(303) 740-1980 
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